IDEALISTIC  THOUGHT   OF  INDIA
concept or idea, every philosophy, to whatever result it may
attain, and whatever may be its errors, is in its essential character
and deepest tendency idealism. This has been recognized by
philosophers of the most different and antagonistic views (for
example, by Hegel and by Herbart). It should be taught as truth
to those who are ignorant of it and those who have forgotten it
should be reminded of it. Determinism negates end and affirms the -
cause; but the cause which it posits as its principle, is not this or
that cause, but the idea of cause/Materialism negates thought and
. affirms matter; but not this or that matter, which composes this or
; that body, but the idea of matter, j). ."* For Croce, as for Hegel,
every philosophy is thus idealism, because it explains the world in
terms of the idea of something. Even materialism would be ideal-
ism, because it explains the world in terms of the idea or concept
of matter.
While Hegel and Croce maintain that all genuine philosophy is
idealism, philosophers are not wanting who hold the opposite
view, namely, that all philosophy is realism. J. S. Haldane writes:
"Since philosophy is our ultimate interpretation of reality, every
philosophy must claim to be realistic.' '* Every philosophy is an
attempt to find out the true reality. Its aim is not to avoid reality
and grasp the fictitious and imaginary; it is a search for reality,
and is therefore realism.
Ill
IDEALISM  AND   REALISM^
Consequently, if the realist asks the idealist to define idealism in
order to point out that he has no genuine theory of his own to be
called idealism, the idealist may as well question the realist: What
is realism? and show that he has no distinct philosophy of his own
4Qft>e called realism, The controversy carried on in the Journal of
Philosophy between the realists and the idealists is interesting in
that it shows that the two groups, however they might have
started in the history of thought, are meeting. Bosanquet can
write a book, The Meetings of Extremes in Contemporary Philo-
sophy, in which he points out how the highest idealism and the
rankest realism arrive at the same or similar conclusions. The-
realist would find the task of defining his position not less difficult
than the idealist his own. For there is not one realism but many,
1 Logic, p. 266, English translation.
* The Sciences and Philosophy, p. 258.
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